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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The study is not argumentative and does not address gaps. 
Problem statement. 
Aim and objectives. 
Literature Review (no empirical evidence). 
References. 
Authors have used old sources which makes the study irrelevant.  
Everything must be linked together. 
The authors are supposed to only use English instead they are using different languages 
which makes it difficult to read the paper. 
Document analysis alone does not provide sufficient argument, it is like you coping 
information from one document to another. I suggest you add thematic analysis and 
interviews to strengthen your study.  
 

 
 
 
Thank you. 
We now address the problem and the objectives of the study. 
In this document we analysed documents about legislative, political and 
organisational framework of SLM in Benin. The analyse by interviews of 
actors is for another chapter of our research. 
 
The language is all traduced in English. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
See minor revision comments on the script. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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